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Academic procrastination and the performance of graduate-level 
cooperative groups in research methods courses 
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Abstract: This study examined the extent to which academic procrastination 
predicted the performance of cooperative groups in graduate-level research 
methods courses. A total of 28 groups was examined (n = 83 students), ranging in 
size from 2 to 5 (M = 2.96, SD = 1.10). Multiple regression analyses revealed 
that neither within-group mean nor within-group variability pertaining to levels 
of procrastination predicted the group product (i.e., quality of article critique). 
However, cooperative groups that attained the highest levels of procrastination 
due to task aversiveness, on average, tended to be those with the lowest levels of 
performance on the group product. Groups with the lowest levels of achievement 
tended to be those containing students who reported procrastinating most 
frequently on performing administrative tasks (26.4% of the variance explained), 
keeping up with weekly reading assignments (8.8% of the variance explained), 
and writing term papers (11.8% of the variance explained). These three 
procrastination variables together explained 46.9% of the variance in 
performance. This finding suggests that level of academic procrastination 
appears to play an important role among graduate students with respect to the 
performance of cooperative learning groups. 
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I. Introduction. 

The goal of the present inquiry was to contribute to a program of research assessing the role of 
group dynamics on academic performance of graduate students by examining the potential 
relationships between personality variables and students' achievement levels in graduate methods 
courses. Our selection of academic procrastination as the personality variable of interest was 
based upon the findings of a previous study in which a link was found to exist between academic 
procrastination and achievement in the context of cooperative groups at the graduate level, with 
some groups displaying higher levels of procrastination than other groups (Onwuegbuzie and 
DaRos-Voseles, 2001). However, Onwuegbuzie and DaRos-Voseles’ qualitative inquiry did not 
investigate directly whether procrastination predicted group outcomes. Subsequently, the 
purpose of the present investigation was to increase our understanding of the role of group 
dynamics on academic performance by examining the extent to which academic procrastination 
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predicted performance of cooperative learning groups in graduate-level research methods 
courses. It was hypothesized that levels of academic procrastination would predict cooperative 
group outcomes. Cooperative learning, which dates back to the early 1960s or even to John 
Dewey’s time (Johnson, Johnson, and Holubec, 1998), might be an effective educational 
approach simultaneously to help to reduce academic procrastination and to enhance academic 
performance of the learning groups. 

Academic procrastination is a special form of procrastination that occurs in the academic 
settings. It involves knowing that one needs to carry out an academic task or undertake an 
academic activity, such as writing a term paper, studying for examinations, finishing a school- 
related project, or undertaking the weekly reading assignments, but, for one reason or another, 
failing to motivate oneself to do so within the expected time frame (Ackerman and Gross, 2005). 
Although there is no universally accepted definition, academic procrastination can be defined as 
the postponement of academic goals to the point where optimal perfonnance becomes highly 
unlikely, resulting in a state of psychological distress (Ellis and Knaus, 1977; Ferrari, Johnson, 
and McCown, 1995). Academic procrastination has been a prevalent phenomenon on college and 
university campuses for decades. Ellis and Knaus (1977) estimated that approximately 95% of 
college students procrastinate on their academic work. Solomon and Rothblum (1984) reported 
that 46% of the surveyed “nearly always or always procrastinate on writing a term paper” (p. 
505). Gallagher, Golin, and Kelleher (1992) found that 52% of the college students who 
participated in their study indicated having a moderate to high need for help regarding 
procrastination. More recently, Day, Mensink, and O’Sullivan (2000) noted that nearly 50% of 
college students procrastinate consistently and problematically. Ozer, Demir, and Ferrari (2009) 
reported that 52% of the surveyed undergraduates in their study were labeled as procrastinators. 
Most recently, Klassen et al. (2010) found that 57% of one group and 59% of another group of 
the undergraduate participants in their research “report[ed] spending three hours or more per day 
in procrastination” (p. 372). Muszynski and Akamatsu’s (1991) research on doctoral-level 
clinical psychology students led to the conclusion that cognitive and affective factors related to 
procrastination might significantly result in delay or even failure in completing their 
dissertations. Most disturbingly, graduate students have been found to procrastinate to a greater 
extent than do undergraduates, as illustrated by Onwuegbuzie’s (2004) finding that graduate 
students are approximately 3.5 times more likely than are undergraduate students to report that 
they nearly always or always procrastinate on reading their weekly assignments. Onwuegbuzie 
(2004) noted that between 65% and 75% of graduate students in his study wanted to decrease 
their procrastination on these tasks. 

Both undergraduates and graduate students report some level of academic 
procrastination, such as underestimating the time necessary to complete reading tasks, missing 
deadlines for submitting assignments, preparing for examinations, low course grades, and course 
withdrawal (Beswick, Rothblum, and Mann, 1988; Fritzsche, Rapp, and Hickson, 2003; Kachgal, 
Hansen, and Nutter, 2001; McCown, Petzel, and Rupert, 1987; Onwuegbuzie, 1999/2000, 2004; 
Semb, Glick, and Spencer, 1979). Indeed, academic procrastination is used by some college 
students as an excuse for their poor perfonnance in test situations (Beck, Koons, and Milgrim, 
2000), thereby protecting these students’ levels of self-esteem by removing the possibility that 
their performance levels are due to intelligence deficits (Ferrari, 1991, 1992, 1994). However, 
undergraduate students perceive that their procrastination tendencies are a barrier to their 
academic success in college (Fritzsche et al., 2003; Kachgal et al., 2001). At the graduate level, 
academic procrastination is associated with various types of academic-related anxiety, such as 
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library anxiety (Collins and Veal, 2004; Onwuegbuzie and Jiao, 2000), writing anxiety (Fritzsche 
et al., 2003; Onwuegbuzie and Collins, 2001), and statistics anxiety (Onwuegbuzie, 1997, 2004). 

Academic procrastination is a complex phenomenon with cognitive, affective, and 
behavioral components (Rothblum, Solomon and Murakami, 1986). Academic procrastination 
has been studied extensively by a variety of researchers because it can have serious 
consequences for students who are frequently faced with various academic deadlines and social 
pressures. Many studies treat academic procrastination as a self-defeating personality flaw that 
corresponds to the behavior pattern of choosing the short-term gains, such as free time and effort, 
over the long-tenn costs of academic performance (Baumeister, 1997; Baumeister and Scher, 
1988). Tice and Baumeister (1997) concluded that although the procrastinators might obtain 
genuine benefits in the short run, their short-tenn “benefits are eventually more than offset by the 
costs, however, because the stress and illness suffered by procrastinators late in the task exceed 
and outweigh the initial benefits” (p. 458) and academic procrastination “apparently leads to 
stress, illness, and inferior performance” (p. 457). It also leads students to experience various 
psychological and behavioral problems, such as anxiety (Carden, Bryant, and Moss, 2004; 
Haycock, McCarthy, and Skay, 1998; Onwuegbuzie and Jiao, 2000;Wang and Englander, 2010), 
depression (Saddler and Sacks, 1993), shame (Fee and Tangney, 2000), cheating and plagiarism 
(Roig and De Tommaso, 1995), fear of failure (Schouwenburg, 1992), and task aversiveness 
(Schraw, Olafson, and Wadkins, 2007; Solomon and Rothblum, 1984). Fear of failure also is 
associated with perfectionism, evaluation anxiety, and low self-confidence (Moneta, Spada, and 
Rost, 2007; Solomon and Rothblum, 1984; Thompson and Dinnel, 2001). 

Procrastinators who perceive a task as difficult and requiring effort to achieve a 
successful outcome are more likely to avoid or to postpone beginning a task (Demz, Tras, and 
Aydogan, 2009; Ferrari, 1991; Solomon and Rothblum, 1984). Self-regulation, such as setting 
goals and pursuing a plan to achieve results, likewise is a problem area for procrastinators 
(Senecal, Koestner, and Vallerand, 1995). However, procrastination also can be the result of “the 
systematic underestimation of the difficulty of the task while simultaneously overestimating the 
positive benefits of procrastination” (Schraw et al., 2007, p. 20). Senecal et al. (1995) reported 
that intrinsically motivated undergraduate students who participated in academic activities 
because they derived satisfaction and pleasure from their participation were less likely to 
procrastinate. However, identified regulation, a condition of self-regulation in which a behavior 
is perceived by an individual as important and connected to his or her personal goals and values 
(Deci and Ryan, 1991), was associated with higher levels of procrastination (Senecal et al., 
1995). 

Past research has paid prime attention to the nature, antecedents, etiology, and 
consequences of academic procrastination. Only a few studies and publications focus on coping 
strategies to help students reduce procrastination (Alexander and Onwuegbuzie, 2007; 
Onwuegbuzie, 2004; Sommer, 1990; Tullier, 2000; Vacha and McBride, 1993; Wang and 
Englander, 2010). These strategies include cognitive-oriented strategies such as identifying and 
prioritizing goals, allocating appropriate time and resources to each goal and cognitive refraining 
“in which individuals constructed explanations for their actions that framed those actions in a 
positive light” (Schraw et al., 2007, p. 20). Affective strategies aimed at augmenting the 
cognitive strategies include building confidence, maintaining a positive attitude, linking the 
personal meaning of the overall goal to the academic task at hand as the result of higher-level 
hope, and even serving as a stress-reduction mechanism. Other strategies to help reduce the 
effects of academic procrastination involve the instructors using measured approaches to class 
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assignments. Onwuegbuzie (2004) suggested that instructors might rely on more frequently 
graded assignments, with each based on a smaller increment in cognitive material so that less 
time is available for students to procrastinate in between assignments, thereby reducing the 
opportunity for academic procrastination. Going beyond these individually implemented 
strategies, Derry, DuRussel, and O’Donnell (1998) explored a collaborative process where 
cognitive workload can be distributed among group members. Small groups were found to be 
especially effective for individuals to deal with complex subjects or tasks. 

Cooperative learning is defined as “the instructional use of small groups so that students 
work together to maximize their own and each other’s learning” (Johnson, Johnson, and Smith, 
1991a, p. iii). Johnson and his colleagues (Johnson and Johnson, 2009; Johnson et ah, 1991a; 
Johnson, Johnson, and Smith, 1991b) recommended incorporating in cooperative learning groups 
the following five-component model to maximize performance outcomes: (a) positive 
interdependence, (b) face-to-face promotive interaction, (c) individual accountability, (d) social 
skills, and (e) group processing. Evidence from elementary, high school, and college levels 
indicates that cooperative learning promotes higher student performance in contrast to other 
instructional techniques (Johnson et ah, 1991b; Johnson, Maruyama, Johnson, Nelson, and Skon, 
1981; Meyers, 1997; Slavin, 1991, 1994; Bowen, 2000; Gillies, 2008; Moreno, 2009; Munoz, 
and Huser, 2008; Nagel, 2008; Stockdale, and Williams, 2004; Strom, and Strom, 2002; 
Williams, Carroll, and Hautau, 2005). Moreover, in contrast to instructional formats that 
emphasize individual learning, cooperative learning affects positively students’ attitudinal 
outcomes, such as increased task engagement and elevated levels of motivation, self-esteem, 
self-efficacy, and productivity (Crooks, 1988; Ghaith, 2003; Johnson, Johnson, and Maryuma, 
1983; Klein and Schnackenberg, 2000; Lin, 2006; Mulryan, 1995; Nichols, 1996; Peterson and 
Miller, 2004; Serrano, and Pons, 2007; Wheelan and Lisk, 2000). 

Cooperative learning is a subcategory of small group learning that has been widely 
researched. Indeed, Cuseo (1992) asserts that “cooperative learning is the most operationally 
well-defined and procedurally structured form of collaboration among students...” (p. 3). Upon 
completing a meta-analysis of cooperative learning studies conducted at the college level, 
Johnson and Johnson (1993) identified five reasons supporting the use of this instructional 
approach: (a) cooperative learning has a rich and long history of theory, research, and practice; 
(b) the research on cooperative learning has yielded findings that have validity and 
generalizability rarely found in the education literature; (c) cooperative learning concurrently 
affects many different instructional outcomes; (d) much is known about the essential elements 
that make it work; and, lastly, (e) cooperative learning creates opportunities that do not exist 
when students work individually or competitively. 

According to the theory of adult learning, adult learners, generally, are self-directed 
learners who prefer a problem-centered approach towards learning, in contrast to a subject- 
content approach (Knowles, 1987). In addition, adult learners tend to validate the utility of new 
knowledge based on its applicability towards improving job effectiveness and overall 
performance. Moreover, adult learners’ motivation levels are influenced by a combination of 
extrinsic rewards and intrinsic motivators, such as self-esteem and self-respect. Cooperative 
learning, because of its emphasis on positive interdependence, individual accountability, and 
group processing, might be especially effective for adult learners enrolled in courses that are 
distinctly different from their preexisting experiences (e.g., research methods courses). Indeed, 
empirical research evaluating the impact of these techniques on graduate students’ instruction 
and learning outcomes indicates that graduate student participation in cooperative learning 
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activities elevates the frequency of meaningful learning opportunities in research methods 
courses (Collins and Onwuegbuzie, 2001; Onwuegbuzie, Collins, and Elbedour, 2003; 
Onwuegbuzie and DaRos-Voseles, 2001). 

Utilizing qualitative analysis of graduate students’ reflective journals, Onwuegbuzie and 
DaRos-Voseles (2001) found that the majority of graduate students enrolled in research methods 
courses reported positive overall attitudes towards working in cooperative-based groups on 
course assignments. However, quantitative analyses of students’ performance levels at the course 
middle point indicated that the group of students who completed their assignments individually 
and were assessed individually received higher grades on the midterm exam (d = 0.48) in 
contrast to the students working in cooperative groups. Interestingly, the mean difference 
between the two groups (individual vs. cooperative) was not statistically significantly different at 
the conclusion of the course. In another study, Onwuegbuzie et al. (2003) examined the role that 
group composition plays in cooperative groups among graduate students. Utilizing group as the 
unit of analysis, results indicated that groups with the highest mean levels of research aptitude, as 
measured by mean group grades on the midterm and final examinations, produced cooperative 
learning projects (i.e., research article critique and research proposal) of the highest quality. 
Interestingly, the degree of heterogeneity of group composition (i.e., variability of individual 
scores on midterm and final course exams) influenced the quality of the group outcomes. 

Researchers also have investigated the extent to which cooperative group members’ 
characteristics predict the quality of group achievement outcomes at the graduate level (Collins, 
Onwuegbuzie, and DaRos-Voseles, 2004; DaRos-Voseles, Onwuegbuzie, and Collins 2003). For 
example, DaRos-Voseles et al. (2003) found that graduate students’ levels of perfectionism 
predicted cooperative group outcomes. Also, Collins et al. (2004) reported that groups attaining 
the lowest scores on an article critique assignment tended to report the highest anxiety levels and 
were the most heterogeneous with respect to research anxiety. 

Other research exploring the role of social interdependence—comprising cooperative 
orientation (i.e., each person has sufficient intrinsic motivation to attain goals coupled with the 
perception that the goals are attainable only if other group members also accomplish their goals, 
which results in promotive interaction because students within a cooperative learning group 
encourage and support each group member’s achievement goals; Johnson and Johnson, 2000); 
competitive orientation (i.e., each person competes against peers towards attaining his/her goals, 
which results in negative interdependence and often leads to dysfunctional interaction because 
group members impede and inhibit each other’s attempts to perform; Johnson and Johnson, 
2000); and individualistic orientation (i.e., each person works independently towards his/her 
achievement goals without concern that the other peers also attain their goals; Johnson and 
Johnson, 2000)—in predicting the performance of cooperative learning groups indicated that 
graduate students’ levels of individualism predicted achievement, as measured by the quality of 
article critiques produced by groups in the context of a graduate-level research methods course 
(Onwuegbuzie and Collins, 2002). Results revealed that groups containing students with the 
greatest individualistic orientation tended to produce the best article critiques, regardless of how 
heterogeneous the group was with respect to degrees of individualism. 

Hancock (2004) assessed the degree to which graduate students’ peer orientation (i.e., 
tendency of individuals to look to their peers for direction [e.g., values, identity, and codes of 
behavior]), which was classified as high versus low, predicted students’ motivational levels and 
achievement as measured by a professor-constructed, criterion-referenced final examination. 
Results indicated that students with high peer orientation were considerably more motivated to 
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learn when exposed to cooperative-learning strategies than were students who had low peer 
orientation. However, the final examination scores did not statistically significantly distinguish 
the two groups. 

The results of the reviewed studies in this article indicate that specific cooperative group 
members’ characteristics (i.e., perfectionism, research anxiety, research aptitude, and peer vs. 
individual orientation) often predict the quality of group achievement outcomes in research 
methods courses at the graduate level. However, more empirically based studies that examine the 
impact of group characteristics on performance outcomes are needed (Onwuegbuzie and Collins, 
2002 ). 

II. Method. 

A. Participants. 

Participants were graduate students from a number of disciplines who were enrolled in five 
sections of an introductory-level research methods course at a midsouthem university in the 
United States. These students (n = 83) fonned 28 groups ranging in size from 2 to 5 (M = 2.96, 
SD = 1.10). The same instructor taught all sections of the research methods course, thereby 
minimizing any implementation threat to internal validity (i.e., validity of findings being 
threatened by cooperative learning environment not being implemented to its fullest extent 
possible; Onwuegbuzie, 2003) resulting from differential selection of instructors (i.e., substantive 
differences between two or more of instructors prior to the implementation of the cooperative 
learning environment; Onwuegbuzie, 2003). 

B. Setting. 

All graduate students enrolled in educational degree programs were required to take the 
introductory-level research methods course. The semester-long (i.e., 16-week) course involved 
classes that took place once per week for three hours. The fact that all classes were held at the 
same time in the evening (i.e., 5 p.m. to 8 p.m.) minimized any implementation threat to internal 
validity resulting from differential time of day (i.e., substantive differences stemming from 
implementation of the cooperative learning environment at two or more different times; 
Onwuegbuzie, 2003). 

C. Formation of Cooperative Learning Groups. 

On the first day of class, students were asked to introduce themselves to the class, delineating 
their major, educational attainments and aspirations, current professional status, and interests. 
Students also were asked to form groups comprising 2-5 students based on similar majors or 
professional background. These criteria for group assignment were not directly related to 
aptitude or ability. Such assignment of groups by preferences is referred to as a modified 
stratified random assignment (Johnson and Johnson, 2000). Such as assignment was preferred 
over assignments such as simple random assignment because the latter likely would yield groups 
with different important characteristics such as proximity to each other’s home (i.e., the further 
apart they live, the more difficult it would be for the group members to meet face-to-face outside 
class) and major (i.e., the more varied their majors, the more difficult it would be for the group 
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members to select an article to critique that the students would find equally relevant for their 
disciplines). In contrast, via a modified stratified random assignment, students selected group 
members based on relative similarity of these characteristics. 

D. Base Groups. 

The cooperative learning group that was utilized involved the use of base groups (Smith, 
Johnson, and Johnson, 1992). Base groups contain members who work cooperatively beyond the 
class assignment(s) and classroom context (Johnson and Johnson, 2000). The aim of these base 
groups was to promote stable group membership and group cohesiveness. Students were 
encouraged to stay together during the entire course so that the level of cooperativeness would be 
maximized. 

E. Article Critique. 

A major course requirement that was undertaken via cooperative learning groups involved a 
detailed written critical evaluation of a published research report (i.e., article critique). The 
primary goal of the article critique was to provide an opportunity for students to develop skills in 
evaluating published research articles using principles of the scientific method. Each group 
completed one article critique. 

F. Instruments. 

Academic procrastination was measured via the Procrastination Assessment Scale-Students 
(PASS; Soloman and Rothblum, 1984). This measure was selected because of its excellent 
psychometric properties that have been documented in numerous studies (cf. Yao, 2009). The 
first part lists six academic tasks: writing a term paper, studying for examinations, keeping up 
with weekly reading assignments, perfonning administrative tasks, attending meetings, and 
performing academic tasks in general. Respondents complete three rating scales for each of the 
six tasks indicating the frequency with which they procrastinate on that task (1 = Never 
procrastinate; 5 = Always procrastinate), whether their procrastination on the task is a problem (1 
= Not at all a problem; 5 = Always a problem), and whether they want to decrease their 
procrastination on the task (1 = Do not want to decrease; 5 = Definitely want to decrease). The 
PASS items pertaining to (a) the frequency with which respondents procrastinate on a task and 
(b) whether their procrastination on that task is a problem were summed to provide an overall 
measure of academic procrastination, with total scores ranging from 12 to 60. Higher scores are 
indicative of greater self-reported academic procrastination. The second section of the PASS 
asks students to think of the last time they procrastinated on writing a term paper and to indicate 
how much each of 26 reasons reflects why they procrastinated (1 = Not at all reflects why I 
procrastinated; 5 = Definitely reflects why I procrastinated). 

Using exploratory factor analysis to examine the dimensionality of the PASS, Solomon 
and Rothblum (1984) identified two factors, namely, fear of failure and task aversiveness. The 
fear of failure and task aversiveness subscales fonned one set of dependent measures, and the 
following subscales formed a second set of dependent measures: writing a term paper, studying 
for examinations, keeping up with weekly reading assignments, performing administrative tasks, 
attending meetings, and perfonning academic tasks in general. For the present study, the 
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coefficient alpha reliability estimates were 0.85 (95% Cl = 0.80, 0.89) for the overall PASS 
scale, 0.64 (95% Cl = 0.49, 0.74) for the fear of failure factor, 0.76 (95% Cl = 0.65, 0.84) for the 
task aversiveness factor, 0.76 (95% Cl = 0.63, 0.84) for writing a tenn paper, 0.74 (95% Cl = 
0.60, 0.83) for studying for examinations, 0.82 (95% Cl = 0.72, 0.88) for keeping up with 
weekly reading assignments, 0.92 (95% Cl = 0.88, 0.95) for perfonning administrative tasks, 
0.88 (95% Cl = 0.81, 0.92) for attending meetings, and 0.81 (95% Cl = 0.71, 0.88) for 
performing academic tasks in general. 

For the article critique, three rubrics were used. The first rubric consists of a 5-point 
Likert-format scale (1 = strongly disagree, 2 = disagree, 3 = neutral, 4 = agree, 5 = strongly 
agree) that was designed to provide a score for the summary of the selected research article. This 
scale contains 35 items (e.g., "The conceptual/theoretical framework is summarized 
adequately"), such that scores range from 35 to 175. The second rubric, also consisting of a 5- 
point Likert-fonnat scale (1 = strongly disagree, 2 = disagree, 3 = neutral, 4 = agree, 5 = strongly 
agree), assesses how accurately the 150-item reviewer checklist is completed. Each response on 
the reviewer checklist is rated on the 5-point Likert-fonnat scale, such that the second rubric 
contains 150 items, whose scores range from 150 to 750. The third rubric, also a 5-point Likert- 
format scale (1 = strongly disagree, 2 = disagree, 3 = neutral, 4 = agree, 5 = strongly agree), was 
designed to assess the narrative for the critique section of the article. This rubric contains 50 
items that evaluate all components of the critique section (i.e., title, abstract, 
introduction/literature review, methods, results, discussion), such that scores range from 50 to 
300. This third rubric also assesses the extent to which the critique section is free from 
grammatical and typographical errors and follows APA guidelines. Scores from the three rubrics 
were converted into percentages. From these percentages, a final score was derived using the 
following weighting scheme: 35% for the summary rubric, 25% for the reviewer checklist, and 
40% for the critique narrative. Thus, each article critique received a group score on a 100-point 
scale. 

G. Analysis. 

For each group, we computed the mean and standard deviations pertaining to students’ scores on 
the PASS. We generated 28 sets of group scores. We used group as the unit of analysis. Using 
groups themselves as the unit of analysis, rather than the individual scores, decreases the 
possibility of the statistical independence assumption being violated and systematic error being 
created (McMillan, 1999). 

The major analysis undertaken in the present study was an all possible subsets (APS) 
multiple regression (Onwuegbuzie and Daniel, 2003; Thompson 1995). Specifically, a series of 
APS multiple regression analyses was used to identify which of the procrastination dimensions, 
if any, predicted the group product (i.e., article critique). Using this technique, all possible 
models involving one or both of the independent variables were examined. This method of 
analysis has been recommended by many statisticians (e.g., Onwuegbuzie and Daniel, 2003; 
Thompson, 1995). In fact, in APS regression, separate regressions are computed for all 
independent variables singly, all possible pairs of independent variables, all possible trios of 
independent variables, and so forth, until the best subset of predictor variables is identified 
according to some specified criterion. For this study, the criterion used was the maximum 
proportion of variance explained (R 2 ), which provides an important measure of effect size 
(Cohen, 1988). 
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Squared semi-partial correlation coefficients indicate the amount by which R 2 is reduced 
if a particular predictor variable is removed from the regression model. In other words, squared 
semi-partial correlation coefficients identify the unique contribution of the predictor variable as a 
proportion of the total variance of the dependent variable (Cohen, 1988). Similarly, squared 
partial correlation coefficients represent the unique contribution of the predictor variable as a 
proportion of R 2 . In the current study, the squared partial correlation coefficient (i.e., R 2 ) was 
utilized directly as an effect size estimate, as recommended by Cohen (1988). According to 
Cohen (1988), for multiple regression models in the social and behavioral sciences, squared 
partial correlation values between 2% and 12.99% suggest small effect sizes, values between 
13% and 25.99% indicate medium effect sizes, and values of 26% and greater suggest large 
effect sizes. These same criteria were used to assess whether the proportion of variance 
explained by the predictor variables, R 2 , was suggestive of a small, medium, or large effect. 

III. Results. 

The Shapiro-Wilk test (Shapiro and Wilk, 1965; Shapiro, Wilk, and Chen, 1968) did not indicate 
that the distribution of article critique scores was non-normal W = 0.97, p > 0.05, thereby 
justifying the use of multiple regression. In addition, evaluation of assumptions of linearity and 
homogeneity revealed no threat to multiple regression analysis. 

The first APS multiple regression analysis involved overall level of academic 
procrastination, specifically, within-group mean procrastination score and within group standard 
deviation of procrastination score, yielding two predictor variables. This analysis revealed that 
neither variable predicted the dependent variable, namely, article critique scores F (2, 25) = 1.04, 
p > 0.05; R 2 = 0.07; Adjusted R 2 = 0.003. 

The second APS multiple regression analysis involved the two factors that characterize 
why college students procrastinate: fear of failure and task aversiveness. Specifically, the 
predictor variables were the within-group mean and within-group standard deviation pertaining 
to fear of failure and task aversiveness, yielding four potential predictors. This analysis revealed 
that a model containing mean procrastination level associated with task aversiveness provided 
the best fit to these data F (1, 26) = 3.42, p < 0.05. This model explained 32.5% of the variation 
in article critique scores (Adjusted R 2 = 7.5%). Using Cohen’s (1988) criteria for assessing the 
predictive power of a set of predictor variables in a multiple regression model, the proportion of 
variance explained indicates a large effect size. An inspection of the studentized residuals 
generated from the model (Myers, 1986) suggested that the assumptions of nonnality, linearity, 
and homoscedasticity were met. Using the Bonferroni adjustment, none of the studentized 
residuals suggested that outliers were present. 

The third APS multiple regression analysis involved the frequency with which students 
procrastinated on the six academic tasks: writing a tenn paper, studying for examinations, 
keeping up with weekly reading assignments, performing administrative tasks, attending 
meetings, and performing academic tasks in general. Specifically, the predictor variables were 
the within-group mean and within-group standard deviation pertaining to each of these six tasks, 
yielding 12 potential predictors. This analysis revealed that a model containing mean 
procrastination level associated with writing a term paper, keeping up with weekly reading 
assignments, and performing administrative tasks provided the best fit to these data F (3, 24) = 
7.07, p < 0.001. This model explained 46.9% of the variance in article critique scores (Adjusted 
R 2 = 40.3%). Using Cohen’s (1988) criteria, the proportion of variance explained indicates a very 
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large effect size. An inspection of the studentized residuals generated from the model (Myers, 
1986) suggested that the assumptions of normality, linearity, and homoscedasticity were met. 
Using the Bonferroni adjustment, none of the studentized residuals suggested that outliers were 
present. 

The squared semi-partial coefficients revealed that procrastination associated with 
performing administrative tasks was the best predictor of the group performance on the article 
critique, explaining 26.4% of the variance. Procrastination associated with writing a tenn paper 
was the next best predictor of group performance explaining 11.8% of the variance, and 
procrastination associated with keeping up with weekly reading assignments accounted for 8.8% 
of the variance in group perfonnance. Also, an examination of the structure coefficients, using a 
cutoff correlation of 0.3 recommended by Lambert and Durand (1975) as an acceptable 
minimum value, suggested that all three variables made important contributions to the model. 
The fact that both the standardized and structure coefficients pertaining to all variables were 
noteworthy indicates that none of these constructs acted as suppressor variables (Thompson, 
1998; Thompson and Borrello, 1985). 

IV. Discussion and Conclusion. 

The purpose of this study was to investigate the extent to which academic procrastination 
predicted perfonnance of cooperative learning groups in graduate-level research methods 
courses. The first result indicated that neither within-group mean nor within-group variability 
pertaining to overall level of procrastination predicted the group product (i.e., quality of article 
critique). However, the picture changed when examining the various dimensions of academic 
procrastination. Specifically, cooperative groups that attained the highest levels of 
procrastination due to task aversiveness, on average, tended to be those with the lowest levels of 
performance on the article critique. This finding is consistent with research indicating that 
procrastinators who perceive a task as difficult and requiring effort to achieve a successful 
outcome are more likely to report task aversiveness as a reason for procrastination (Ferrari, 1991; 
Solomon and Rothblum, 1984). Moreover, the fact that level of academic procrastination 
associated with task aversiveness predicts lower performance likely reflects students’ perceptions 
that the article critique was a demanding task that required significant cognitive effort to achieve 
success. 

In addition, groups with the lowest levels of achievement tended to be those containing 
students with the highest tendencies to procrastinate on perfonning administrative tasks, keeping 
up with weekly reading assignments, and writing term papers. This finding is consistent with the 
bulk of the research on academic procrastination, which indicates that procrastination on 
academic-related tasks leads to lower achievement levels (Beswick et al., 1988; Fritzsche et al., 
2003; Kachgal et al., 2001; McCown et al., 1987; Onwuegbuzie, 1999/2000; 2004; Semb et al., 
1979). Interestingly, academic procrastination associated with perfonning administrative tasks 
was by far the best predictor of group outcome, explaining 26.4% of the variance. This result 
might stem from the fact that for cooperative learning groups to be successful, they need to be 
organized. 

These results suggest that graduate students who demonstrate procrastination tendencies 
also might have problems with self-regulation, such as defining goals and implementing a plan to 
achieve results. It is likely that graduate students, generally, are goal oriented because they are 
pursuing academic degrees and, therefore, are motivated to succeed. However, the tendency to 
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procrastinate is consistent with the finding of Senecal et al. (1995), who found that higher levels 
of procrastination are associated with identified regulation, a condition of self-regulation in 
which a behavior is perceived by an individual as being important and connected to his or her 
personal goals and values (Deci and Ryan, 1991). Although, this association appears counter¬ 
intuitive, it is possible that it might reflect students’ perceptions regarding difficulty of a research 
course, in general, and the article critique, in particular. Senecal et al. (1995) speculated that 
despite the value placed by students on taking a course to reach their academic goals, they might 
not be interested in the course content. This limited interest might contribute to procrastination in 
completing course assignments. 

The heterogeneity of the groups with respect to academic procrastination did not predict 
group performance at any stage of the analysis. This finding is somewhat in contrast with the 
results from previous studies of cooperative learning groups involving graduate students. In 
particular, DaRos-Voseles et al. (2003) found that groups that tended to be the most 
homogeneous with respect to self-oriented perfectionism and other-oriented perfectionism and 
the least homogenous (i.e., most heterogeneous) with respect to socially prescribed perfectionism 
tended to attain the highest levels of performance. Further, Collins et al. (2004) documented that 
heterogeneity of anxiety levels was the most important predictor of the quality of the group 
product, explaining 13.2% of the variance in achievement. Also, Onwuegbuzie et al. (2003) 
found a positive relationship between degree of group heterogeneity of midterm examination 
performance and scores on the article critique. However, the present finding regarding group 
heterogeneity is more in line with the results of Onwuegbuzie and Collins (2002), who found that 
groups that are more individualistic tend to produce better research article critiques, regardless of 
how heterogeneous the group is with respect to levels of individualism. These findings combined 
suggest that the role that group heterogeneity plays in the achievement process is complex, 
warranting further research. 

The present findings have several practical implications for graduate-level cooperative 
learning groups. For example, instructors might consider dividing cooperative learning projects 
into parts and require that groups submit each part at regular intervals for formal or infonnal 
evaluation. Moreover, instructors might consider creating smaller in-class collaborative group 
projects. The products developed as a result of the groups’ collaboration can be linked to the 
final group product due at the end of the semester. Formative assessment measures implemented 
throughout the semester might help to reduce academic procrastination within groups and hence 
improve group outcomes. This practice might assist students to self-manage time and course 
requirements more efficiently. In addition, providing opportunities for students to obtain peer 
feedback via grading rubrics might help keep students focused and cognizant of the instructor’s 
expectation. Whatever interventions are implemented, it is essential that their effects on 
academic procrastination be monitored carefully. 

These results contribute to a program of research assessing the role of group dynamics on 
academic perfonnance of graduate students by identifying the relationships between dimensions 
of academic procrastination and graduate students' achievement levels in the context of a 
research methods course. Figure 1 illustrates the proportion of variance in group outcomes across 
21 personality variables assessed in studies utilizing different samples of graduate students 
enrolled in educational research methods courses. Inspection of Figure 1 indicates that two of the 
dimensions of academic procrastination, namely, procrastination level associated with task 
aversiveness and procrastination level associated with performing administrative tasks were part 
of the top five personality variables in terms of the proportion of variance explained in group 
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performance. Viewed in this context, the results of this current study underscore the importance 
of academic procrastination in cooperative learning settings. Cumulatively, the personality 
variables identified in Figure 1 comprise a composite of personality variables impacting 
cooperative group performance in graduate-level research methods courses. However, the 
implications of this composite are restricted because the samples were predominantly female and 
White, which are typical demographic characteristics of graduate students enrolled in educational 
degree programs. Therefore, as noted by Collins, Onwuegbuzie, and Jiao (2009), additional 
research utilizing samples representing a wider range of demographics is needed to expand this 
important line of research. 
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Figure 1. Proportion of variance explained in-group performance per personality variable 
utilizing different samples of graduate students. 


References 


Ackerman, D. S., and Gross, B. L. (2005). My instructor made me do it: Task characteristics of 
procrastination. Journal of Marketing Education, 27, 5-13. 

Alexander, E., and Onwuegbuzie, A. (2007). Academic procrastination and the role of hope as a 
coping strategy. Personality & Individual Differences, 42, 1301-1310. 


Journal of the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning , Vol. 11, No. 1, January 2011. 
www.iupui.edu/~josotl 


130 






















































Jiao, Q. G., DaRos-Voseles, D. A., Collins, K. M. T., and Onwuegbuzie, A. J. 


Baumeister, R. (1997). Esteem threat, self-regulatory breakdown, and emotional distress as 
factors in self-defeating behavior. Review of General Psychology, 1, 145-174. 

Baumeister, R., and Scher, S. (1988). Self-defeating behavior patterns among normal 
individuals: Review and analysis of common self-destructive tendencies. Psychological Bulletin, 
104, 3-22. 


Beck, B. L., Koons, S. R., and Milgrim, D. L. (2000). Correlates and consequences of behavioral 
procrastination: The effects of academic procrastination, self-consciousness, self-esteem, and 
self-handicapping. Journal of Social Behavior and Personality, 15(3), 3-13. 

Beswick, G., Rothblum, E. D., and Mann, L. (1988). Psychological antecedents to student 
procrastination. Australian Psychologist, 23, 207-217. 

Bowen, C. W. (2000). A quantitative literature review of cooperative learning effects on high 
school and college chemistry achievement. Journal of Chemical Education. 77, 116-119. 

Carden, R., Bryant, C., and Moss, R. (2004). Locus of control, test anxiety, academic 
procrastination, and achievement among college students. Psychological Reports, 95, 581-582. 

Cohen, J. (1988). Statistical power analysis for the behavioral sciences (2nd ed.). Hillsdale, NJ: 
Erlbaum. 

Collins, K. M. T., and Onwuegbuzie, A. J. (2001, April). Group heterogeneity and performance 
in graduate-level educational research courses: The role of aptitude by treatment interactions 
and Matthew effects. Paper presented at the annual conference of the American Educational 
Research Association (AERA), Seattle, WA. 

Collins, K. M. T., Onwuegbuzie, A. J., and DaRos-Voseles, D. A. (2004). Role of anxiety on 
graduate cooperative groups. Academic Exchange Quarterly, 8(2). pp. 147-151. Available: 
http://www.rapidintellect.com/AEQweb/fall2004.htm 

Collins, K. M. T., Onwuegbuzie, A. J., and Jiao, Q. G. (2009). Hope as a predictor of graduate- 
level cooperative groups in research methodology courses. International Journal of Teaching 
and Learning in Higher Education, 21, (2), 148-157. 

Collins, K. M. T., and Veal, R. E. (2004). Off-campus adult learners’ levels of library anxiety as 
a predictor of attitudes toward the Internet. Library & Information Science Research, 26(1), 5- 
14. 

Crooks, T. (1988). The impact of classroom evaluation practices on students. Review of 
Educational Research, 58, 438-481. 

Cuseo, J. (1992). Collaborative and cooperative learning in higher education: A proposed 
taxonomy. Cooperative Learning and College Teaching 2, 2-4. 


Journal of the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning, Vol. 11, No. 1, January 2011. 
www.iupui.edu/~josotl 


131 



Jiao, Q. G., DaRos-Voseles, D. A., Collins, K. M. T., and Onwuegbuzie, A. J. 


DaRos-Voseles, D. A., Onwuegbuzie, A. J., and Collins, K. M. T. (2003). Graduate cooperative 
groups: Role of perfectionism. Academic Exchange Quarterly, 7(3), 307-311. Available: 
http://www.rapidintellect.com/AEQweb/fal2003.htm 

Day, V., Mensink, D., and O'Sullivan, M. (2000). Patterns of academic procrastination. Journal 
of College Reading and Learning, 30, 120-134. 

Deci, E. L., and Ryan, R. M. (1991). A motivational approach to self: Integration in personality. 
In R. Dienstbier (Ed.), Nebraska Symposium on Motivation: Vol. 38. Perspectives on motivation 
(pp. 237-288). Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press. 

Demz, M., Tra§, Z., and Aydogan, D. (2009). An investigation of academic procrastination, 
locus of control, and emotional intelligence. Educational Sciences: Theory & Practice, 9, 623- 
632. 

Derry, S. J., DuRussel, L. A., and O’Donnell, A. M. (1998). Individual and distributed cognitions 
in interdisciplinary teamwork: A developing case study and emerging theory. Educational 
Psychology Review, 10, 25-56. 

Ellis, A., and Knaus, W. J. (1977). Overcoming procrastination. New York, NY: Institute for 
Rational Living. 

Fee, R., and Tangney, J. (2000). Procrastination: A means of avoiding shame or guilt? Journal of 
Social Behavior & Personality, 75(5), 167-184. 

Ferrari, J. R. (1991). Self-handicapping by procrastinators: Protecting self-esteem, social esteem, 
or both? Journal of Research in Personality, 25, 245-261. 

Ferrari, J. R. (1992). Procrastinators and perfect behavior: An exploratory factor analysis of self¬ 
presentation, self-awareness, and self-handicapping components. Journal of Research in 
Personality, 26, 75-84. 

Ferrari, J. R. (1994). Dysfunctional procrastination and its relationship with self-esteem, 
interpersonal dependency, and self-defeating behaviors. Personality and Individual Differences, 
77,673-679. 

Ferrari, J. R., Johnson, J. L., and McCown, W.G. (Eds.). (1995). Procrastination and task 
avoidance: Theory, research and treatment. New York, NY: Plenum Press. 

Fritzsche, B., Rapp, B. Y., and Hickson, K. C. (2003). Individual differences in academic 
procrastination tendency and writing success. Personality and Individual Differences, 35, 1549- 
1558. 

Gallagher, R. P., Golin, A., and Kelleher, K. (1992). The personal, career, and learning skills 
needs of college students. Journal of College Student Development, 33, 301-309. 


Journal of the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning , Vol. 11, No. 1, January 2011. 
www.iupui.edu/~josotl 


132 



Jiao, Q. G., DaRos-Voseles, D. A., Collins, K. M. T., and Onwuegbuzie, A. J. 


Ghaith, G. (2003). Effects of the learning together model of cooperative learning on English as a 
foreign language reading achievement, academic self-esteem, and feelings of school alienation. 
Bilingual Research Journal, 27, 451-474. 

Gillies, R. (2008). The effects of cooperative learning on junior high school students’ behaviours, 
discourse and learning during a science-based learning activity. School Psychology International, 
29, 328-347. 

Hancock, D. H. (2004). Cooperative learning and peer orientation effects on motivation and 
achievement. The Journal of Educational Research, 97, 159-166. 

Haycock, L., McCarthy, P., and Skay, C. (1998). Procrastination in college students: The role of 
self-efficacy and anxiety. Journal of Counseling & Development, 76, 317-324. 

Johnson, D. W., and Johnson, F. P. (2000). Joining together: Group theory and group skills (7 th 
ed.). Boston, MA: Allyn and Bacon. 

Johnson, D. W., and Johnson, R.T. (1993). What we know about cooperative learning at the 
college level. Cooperative Learning: The Magazine for Cooperation in Higher Education, 13(3), 
17-18. 


Johnson, D. W., and Johnson, R.T. (2009). An educational psychology success story: Social 
interdependence theory and cooperative learning. Educational Researcher, 38, 365-379. 

Johnson, D., Johnson, R. and Holubec, E. (1998). Cooperation in the classroom. Boston, MA: 
Allyn and Bacon. 

Johnson, D. W., Johnson, R. T., and Maryuma, G. (1983). Interdependence and interpersonal 
attraction among heterogeneous and homogeneous individuals: A theoretical formulation and a 
meta-analysis of the research. Review of Educational Research, 53, 5-54. 

Johnson, D. W., Johnson, R. T., and Smith, K. A. (1991a). Cooperative learning: Increasing 
college faculty instructional productivity. Washington, DC: The George Washington University. 
(ASHE-ERIC Higher Education Report No.4). 

Johnson, D. W., Johnson, R. T., and Smith K. A. (1991b). Active learning: Cooperation in the 
college classroom. Edina, MN: Interaction Book Co. 

Johnson, D. W., Maruyama, G., Johnson, R., Nelson, D., and Skon, L. (1981). Effects of 
cooperative learning, competitive, and individualistic goal structures on achievement: A meta 
analysis. Psychological Bulletin, 89, 47-62. 

Kachgal, M. M., Hansen, L. S., Nutter, K. J. (2001). Academic procrastination 
prevention/intervention: Strategies and recommendations. Journal of Developmental Education, 
25, 14-20. 


Journal of the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning , Vol. 11, No. 1, January 2011. 
www.iupui.edu/~josotl 


133 



Jiao, Q. G., DaRos-Voseles, D. A., Collins, K. M. T., and Onwuegbuzie, A. J. 


Klassen, R. M., Ang, R. P., Chong, W. H., Krawchuk, L. L., Huan, V. S., Wong, I. Y. F., and 
Yeo, L. S. (2010). Academic procrastination in two settings: Motivation correlates, behavioral 
patterns, and negative impact of procrastination in Canada and Singapore. Applied Psychology: 
An International Review, 59(3), 361-379. 

Klein, J., and Schnackenberg, H. (2000). Effects of informal cooperative learning and the 
affiliation motive on achievement, attitude, and student interactions. Contemporary Educational 
Psychology, 25, 332-341. 

Knowles, M. S. (1987). Adult learning. In R. L. Craig (Ed.), Training and development 
handbook (pp. 168-179). New York, NY: McGraw-Hill. 

Lambert, Z. V., and Durand, R. M. (1975). Some precautions in using canonical analysis. 

Journal of Marketing Research, 12, 468-475. 

Lin, E. (2006). Cooperative learning in the science classroom. Science Teacher, 73(5), 34-39. 
McCown, W., Petzel, T., and Rupert, P. (1987). An experimental study of some hypothesized 
behaviors and personality variables of college student procrastinators. Personality and Individual 
Differences, 8, 781-786. 

McMillan, J. H. (1999). Unit of analysis in field experiments: Some design considerations for 
educational researchers. (ERIC Document Reproduction Service No. ED 428135) 

Meyers, S. A. (1997). Increasing student participation and productivity in small group activities 
for psychology classes. Teaching of Psychology, 24, 105-115. 

Moneta, G., Spada, M., and Rost, F. (2007). Approaches to studying when preparing for final 
exams as a function of coping strategies. Personality & Individual Differences, 43, 191-202. 

Moreno, R. (2009). Constructing knowledge with an agent-based instructional program: A 
comparison of cooperative and individual meaning making. Learning and Instruction, 19, 433- 
444. 

Mulryan, C. M. (1995). Fifth and sixth graders’ involvement and participation in cooperative 
small groups in mathematics. Elementary School Journal, 95, 297-310. 

Munoz, C., and Huser, A. (2008). Experiential and cooperative learning: Using a situation 
analysis project in principles of marketing. Journal of Education for Business, 83, 214-220. 

Muszynski, S., and Akamatsu, T. (1991). Delay in completion of doctoral dissertations in clinical 
psychology. Professional Psychology: Research and Practice, 22, 119-123. 

Myers, R. H. (1986). Classical and modern regression with applications. Boston, MA: Duxbury 
Press. 


Journal of the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning , Vol. 11, No. 1, January 2011. 
www.iupui.edu/~josotl 


134 



Jiao, Q. G., DaRos-Voseles, D. A., Collins, K. M. T., and Onwuegbuzie, A. J. 


Nagel, P. (2008). Moving beyond lecture: Cooperative learning and the secondary social studies 
classroom. Education, 128, 363-368. 

Nichols, J. (1996). The effects of cooperative learning on student achievement and motivation in 
a high school geometry class. Contemporary Educational Psychology, 21, 467-476. 

Onwuegbuzie, A. J. (1997). Writing a research proposal: The role of library anxiety, statistics 
anxiety, and composition anxiety. Library & Information Science Research, 19, 5-33. 

Onwuegbuzie, A. J. (1999/2000). The relationship between academic procrastination and 
statistics achievement. Louisiana Education Research Journal, 25, 61-11. 

Onwuegbuzie, A. J. (2003). Expanding the framework of internal and external validity in 
quantitative research. Research in the Schools, 10, 71-90. 

Onwuegbuzie, A. J. (2004). Academic procrastination and statistics anxiety. Assessment & 
Evaluation in Higher Education, 29(1), 3-18. 

Onwuegbuzie, A. J., and Collins, K. M. T. (2001). Writing apprehension and academic 
procrastination among graduate students. Perceptual and Motor Skills, 92, 560-562. 

Onwuegbuzie, A. J., and Collins, K. M. T. (2002, April). Performance of cooperative learning 
groups in graduate-level educational research courses: The role of social interdependence. 
Paper presented at the annual meeting of the American Educational Research Association, New 
Orleans, LA. 

Onwuegbuzie, A. J., Collins, K. M. T., and Elbedour, S. (2003). Aptitude by treatment 
interactions and Matthew effects in graduate-level cooperative learning groups. Journal of 
Educational Research, 96, 217-231. 

Onwuegbuzie, A. J., and Daniel, L. G. (2003, February 12). Typology of analytical and 
interpretational errors in quantitative and qualitative educational research. Current Issues in 
Education [Online], 6(2). Retrieved from http://cie.asu.edu/volume6/number2/ 

Onwuegbuzie, A. J., and DaRos-Voseles, D. A. (2001). The role of cooperative learning in 
research methodology courses: A mixed-methods analysis. Research in the Schools, 5(1), 61-75. 

Onwuegbuzie, A. J., and Jiao, Q. G. (2000). I’ll go to the library tomorrow: The role of 
procrastination in library anxiety. College and Research Libraries, 67(1), 45-54. 

Ozer, B., Demir, A., and Ferrari, J. (2009). Exploring academic procrastination among Turkish 
students: Possible gender differences in prevalence and reasons. Journal of Social Psychology, 
149,241-251. 


Journal of the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning , Vol. 11, No. 1, January 2011. 
www.iupui.edu/~josotl 


135 



Jiao, Q. G., DaRos-Voseles, D. A., Collins, K. M. T., and Onwuegbuzie, A. J. 


Peterson, S. E., and Miller, J. A. (2004). Comparing the quality of students’ experiences during 
cooperative learning and large-group instruction. The Journal of Educational Research, 97, 123- 
133. 

Roig, M., and De Tommaso, L. (1995). Are college cheating and plagiarism related to academic 
procrastination? Psychological Reports, 77, 691-698. 

Rothblum, E. D., Solomon, L. J., and Murakami, J. (1986). Affective, cognitive, and behavioral 
differences between high and low procrastinators. Journal of Counseling Psychology, 33, 387- 
394. 

Saddler, C., and Sacks, L. (1993). Multidimensional perfectionism and academic procrastination: 
Relationships with depression in university students. Psychological Reports, 73(3), 863-871. 

Schouwenburg, H. (1992). Procrastinators and fear of failure: an exploration of reasons for 
procrastination. European Journal of Personality, 6, 225-236. 

Schraw, G., Olafson, L., and Wadkins, T. (2007). Doing the things we do: A grounded theory of 
academic procrastination. Journal of Educational Psychology, 99, 12-25. 

Semb, G., Glick, D. M., and Spencer, R. E. (1979). Student withdrawals and delayed work 
patterns in self-paced psychology courses. Teaching of Psychology, 6, 23-25. 

Senecal, C., Koestner, R., and Vallerand, R. J. (1995). Self-regulation and academic 
procrastination. The Journal of Social Psychology, 135, 607-619. 

Serrano, J. M., and Pons, R. M. (2007). Cooperative learning: We can also do it without task 
structure. Intercultural Education, 18, 215-230. 

Shapiro, S. S., and Wilk, M. B. (1965). An analysis of variance test, for normality and complete 
samples. Biometrika, 52, 592-611. 

Shapiro, S. S., Wilk, M. B., and Chen, H. J. (1968). A comparative study of various tests for 
normality. Journal of the American Statistical Association, 63, 1343-1372. 

Slavin, R. E. (1991). Synthesis of research on cooperative learning. Educational Leadership, 48, 
71-82. 


Slavin, R. E. (1994). Cooperative learning: Theory, research, and practice (2nd ed.). Boston, 
MA: Allyn & Bacon. 

Smith, K., Johnson, D. W., and Johnson, R. T. (1992). Cooperative learning and positive change 
in higher education. In A. Goodsell, M. Maher, and V. Tinto (Eds.), Collaborative learning: A 
sourcebook for higher education (pp. 34-36). University Park, PA: National Center on 
Postsecondary Teaching, Learning and Assessment. 


Journal of the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning , Vol. 11, No. 1, January 2011. 
www.iupui.edu/~josotl 


136 



Jiao, Q. G., DaRos-Voseles, D. A., Collins, K. M. T., and Onwuegbuzie, A. J. 


Solomon, L. J., and Rothblum, E. D. (1984). Academic procrastination: Frequency and 
cognitive-behavioral correlates. Journal of Counseling Psychology, 31, 503-509. 

Sommer, W. G. (1990). Procrastination and cramming: How adept students ace the system. 
Journal of American College Health, 39, 5-10. 

Stockdale, S. L., and Williams, R. L. (2004). Cooperative learning groups at the college level: 
Differential effects on high, average, and low exam performers. Journal of Behavioral 
Education. 13, 37-50. 

Strom, P. S., and Strom, R. D. (2002). Overcoming limitations of cooperative learning among 
community college students. Community College Journal of Research and Practice. 26, 315- 
331. 

Thompson, B. (1995). Stepwise regression and stepwise discriminant analysis need not apply 
here: A guidelines editorial. Educational and Psychological Measurement, 55, 525-534. 

Thompson, B. (1998, April). Five methodology errors in educational research: The pantheon of 
statistical significance and other faux pas. Invited address presented at the annual meeting of the 
American Educational Research Association, San Diego, CA. 

Thompson, B., and Borrello, G. M. (1985). The importance of structure coefficients in regression 
research. Educational and Psychological Measurement, 45, 203-209. 

Thompson, T., and Dinnel, D. L. (2001). An initial validation and reliability study of the 
Evaluation Anxiety Scale. Unpublished manuscript, University of Tasmania, Hobart, Australia. 

Tice, D., and Baumeister, R. (1997). Longitudinal study of procrastination, performance, stress, 
and health: The costs and benefits of dawdling. Psychological Science, 8, 454-458. 

Tullier, M. (2000). The complete idiot’s guide to overcoming procrastination. Indianapolis, IN: 
Alpha Books. 

Vacha, E. F., and McBride, M. J. (1993). Cramming: A barrier to student success, a way to beat 
the system, or an effective learning strategy? College Student Journal, 27, 2-11. 

Wang, Z., and Englander, F. (2010). A cross-disciplinary perspective on explaining student 
performance in introductory statistics: What is the relative impact of procrastination? College 
Student Journal, 44(2), 458-471. 

Wheelan, S., and Lisk, A. (2000). Cohort group effectiveness and the educational achievement of 
adult undergraduate students. Small Group Research, 31, 724-738. 

Williams, R. L., Carroll, E., and Hautau, B. (2005). Individual accountability in cooperative 
learning groups at the college level: Differential effects on high, average, and low exam 
performers. Journal of Behavioral Education, 14, 167-188. 


Journal of the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning , Vol. 11, No. 1, January 2011. 
www.iupui.edu/~josotl 


137 



Jiao, Q. G., DaRos-Voseles, D. A., Collins, K. M. T., and Onwuegbuzie, A. J. 


Yao, M. P. (2009). An exploration of multidimensional perfectionism, academic self-efficacy, 
procrastination frequency, and Asian American cultural values in Asian American university 
students. Unpublished dissertation, Ohio State University. 


Journal of the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning , Vol. 11, No. 1, January 2011. 
www.iupui.edu/~josotl 


138 



